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OPINION 1160 
TIPULA OLERACEA LINNAEUS, 1758 AND RELATED 
SPECIES (INSECTA, DIPTERA): STABILISATION BY THE 
USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS 


RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers 

(a) all designations of type specimen hitherto made for 
the nominal species Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, 
are hereby set aside and the male specimen of which 
the hypopygium was figured by Mannheims, 1952, 
in Lindner, Die Fliegen der Palaearktischen Region 
(15), p. 77, fig. 39b, from Kochem/Mosel, is hereby 
designated neotype of that species; 

(b) the specific name paludosa Fabricius, 1794, as 
published in the binomen Tipula paludosa, and all 
uses of that name prior to the publication of Tipula 
paludosa Meigen, 1830, is hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of both the Law of Priority and the Law 
of Homonymy; 

(c) the specific name fimbriata Meigen, 1818, as pub- 
lished in the binomen Tipula fimbriata, is hereby 
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority 
but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 

(2) The generic name Tipula Linnaeus, 1758 (gender: 
feminine), type species, by subsequent designation by Latreille, 
1810, Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 
2107. 

(3) The following specific names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified: 

(a) oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the bino- 
men Tipula oleracea and as defined by reference to 
the neotype designated under the plenary powers in 
(1)(a) above (specific name of type species of Tipula 
Linnaeus, 1758) (Name Number 2715); 

(b) paludosa Meigen, 1830, as published in the binomen 
Tipula paludosa (Name Number 2716); 

(c) ezizeki de Jong, 1925, as published in the binomen 
Tipula czizeki (Name Number 2717); 

(d) subcunctans Alexander, 1921, as published in the 
binomen Tipula subcunctans (Name Number 2718). 

(4) The following specific names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology 
with the Name Numbers specified: 
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(a) paludosa Fabricius, 1794, as published in the bino- 
men Tipula paludosa, and all uses of that name prior 
to the publication of Tipula paludosa Meigen, 1830, 
as suppressed under the plenary powers in (1)(b) 
above (Name Number 1069); 

(b) fimbriata Meigen, 1830, as published in the binomen 
Tipula fimbriata, and as suppressed under the 
oa powers in (1) (c) above (Name Number 

(5) The family-group name TIPULIDAE (correction of 
Tipulariae) Latreille, [1802]. type genus Tipula Linnaeus, 1758, is 
hereby placed on the Official List of Family-group Names in 
Zoology with the Name Number 506. 

(6) The name Tipulariae Latreille, [1802], an incorrect 
original spelling of TIPULIDAE, is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-group Names in Zoology 
with the Name Number 483. 


NOTE ON THE DATE HERE ASSIGNED TO 
TIPULIDAE LATREILLE 


The date of the work in which Latreille proposed the name 
“Tipulariae’’ (corrected to TIPULIDAE), the Consid. gén. partic. 
Crust. Ins., vol. 3, is usually quoted as ‘[1803]’ following Griffin, 
1938, J. Soc. Biblphy nat. Hist. vol. 1 (5), p. 157. The Commission 
is indebted to Professor Cl. Dupuis for drawing attention to the 
Journal typographique et bibliographique, 6e année, No. VI, 15 
Brumaire, an 1], i.e. [6 November, 1802], where the publication of 
Latreille’s work is announced. 


HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N((S.)896 


An application for the clarification of the meaning of the 
name Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, was first presented to the 
Commission by Dr A.M. Hemmingsen and the late Dr H. Lemche on 
15 January 1955, but not published until 1960, Bull. zool. Nom. 
vol. 17, pp. 209-213. The subsequent history of the case is set out 
in the application that led to the present ruling. That application 
was presented by Dr A.M. Hutson, Dr R.I. Vane-Wright and Dr P.S. 
Cranston (British Museum (Natural History) London) on 7 August 
1975. An agreed text was sent to the printer on 27 January 1976 
and was published on 26 June 1976 in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 33, pp. 
39-45. Public notice of the possible use of the plenary powers in 
the case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to the 
eo serials, to seven other general and seven entomological 
serials. 
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A comment by Professor L.B. Holthuis correcting the formal 
proposals to the Commission was published, with a reply by the 
Secretary, in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 33, p. 150. The application was 
supported by Professor G.W. Byers (University of Kansas, Lawrence, 
Kansas, U.S.A.). No other comments were received. 


DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 


On 14 December 1979 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule in Voting Paper (1979) 
18, in Part A, for or against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom. 
vol. 33, pp. 44-45, except for the endorsement to paragraph 3c of 
these proposals; and in Part B, for or against including that endorse- 
ment. At the close of the voting period on 14 March 1980 the state 
of the voting was as follows: 

Part A 

Affirmative Votes — twenty-two (22) received in the following 
order: Melville, Holthuis, Bayer, Mroczkowski, Willink, Vokes, 
Corliss, Tortonese, Alvarado, Brinck, Hahn, Habe, Welch, Trjapitzin, 
Starobogatov, Sabrosky, Kraus, Ride, Nye, Binder, Halvorsen, 
Cogger 

Negative Votes — two (2): Heppell, Dupuis 

Part B 

Affirmative Votes — seven (7) received in the following 
order: Melville, Vokes, Corliss, Alvarado, Hahn, Welch, Sabrosky 

Negative Votes — seventeen (17) received in the following 
order: Holthuis, Bayer, Mroczkowski, Willink, Tortonese, Brinck, 
Habe, Trjapitzin, Starobogatov, Heppell, Kraus, Ride, Dupuis, Nye, 
Binder, Halvorsen, Cogger 

No voting paper was returned by Bernardi. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the 
Commission with their voting papers: 

Heppell: ‘After reading the original application by 
Hemmingsen & Lemche, all the subsequent comments, and the 
more recent proposals by Hutson, Vane-Wright and Cranston 
several times I have decided to vote against. Although I am sym- 
pathetic with the proponents of the case I am not happy about the 
particular solution requested. Of the two central issues, the first — 
that Tipula oleracea L. was a composite species as evidenced by the 
description and the extant specimen — is not too important as no 
one is advocating the use of the name oleracea in the sense of the 
latter. Of much more importance is the fact that Mannheims’ mis- 
identification of T. oleracea as species A has been followed more 
or less uncritically since its publication in 1952, despite the 
evidence published by Tjeder in 1941 that the name should refer 
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to Species B. Unquestionably right is on the side of Tjeder and 
the evidence that the species described by Linnaeus was species B 
seems to be generally accepted. It is claimed, however, that it is 
more expedient to disregard Tjeder’s conclusions because of the 
preponderance of incorrect usage outside Sweden. As the main 
pest species (except possibly in Germany) seems to be species B 1 
am not convinced that nomenclatural stability will be achieved by 
applying the name oleracea (always accepted as a pest species) toa 
different taxon. As the name paludosa Meigen has been used unam- 
biguously for species B, I would have preferred that name to have 
been retained (with suppression of the earlier but unused homonym 
paludosa Fabricius). I favour the solution proposed by 
Commissioner Brinck (Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 18, p. 135), namely 
to suppress oleracea altogether and use the unambiguous name 
submendosa for species A and paludosa for species B. 1 am sorry 
there was no opportunity to vote on this alternative as it avoids the 
fiction of using oleracea in a sense contrary to both original descrip- 
tion and extant type. While the “neotype” proposed by 
„Hemmingsen and Lemche may serve as a good type of oleracea 
Mannheims, it is certainly an impostor when representing the 
nominal species so named by Linnaeus. With the suppression of the 
confused name oleracea there would remain no nomenclatural pro- 
blem concerning species C and the validity of the several contesting 
names would depend solely on subjective taxonomic judgement and 
be, as such, of no concern to the Commission.’ 

Dupuis: ‘Je vote contre l’ensemble des propositions et 
demande leur ajournement. Entre autres raisons de mon refus, 
essentiellement fondé sur mon allergie aux néotypes (qui sont 
toujours des faux), je donne les suivantes: 

(1) il me parait insensé de désigner un néotype pour une 

espéce linnéenne dont le type existe; 

(2) en violation de lesprit du Code, Art. 75c(1, 2, 6), la 
proposition (1)(a) ne désigne pas comme néotype un 
spécimen, mais une figure, et ne donne pas le nom de 
l'institution qui conserve le spécimen figuré; 

(3) le rejet de fimbriata Meigen, 1818, me paraît inexpli- 
cable; 

(4) les propositions (2), (5) et (6) ne dépendent pas des 
décisions relatives aux autres points; 

(5) Thistoire du cas, dans Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 33, pp. 39- 
45, renvoie aux tomes 17, 18, 19 du Bulletin sous une 
forme trop sommaire.’ 
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ORIGINAL REFERENCES 


The following are the original references to names placed on 
Official Lists and Official Indexes by the ruling given in the present 
Opinion: 
czizeki, Tipula, de Jong, 1925, Een Studien over Emelten en haare 

bestrijding, Verh. Mededeel. Plantenz. Dienst Wageningen, 

p. 42 
fimbriata, Tipula, Meigen, 1818, Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Ins., vol. 1, 

p. 190 
oleracea, Tipula, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 585 
paludosa, Tipula, Meigen, 1830, Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Ins., vol. 6, p. 
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subcunctans, Tipula, Alexander, Ann. entomol. Soc. America, vol. 
14, p. 127 


Tipula, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 585 

Tipulariae Latreille, [1802], Hist. nat. gén. partic. Crust. Ins., vol. 
3,p.419 

TIPULIDAE Latreille, [1802], correction of preceding 

paludosa, Tipula, Fabricius, 1794, Entomol. Syst., vol. 4, p. 239 
The following are the original references to type designations 

accepted in the ruling given in the present Opinion: of Tipula 

oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, as type species of Tipula Linnaeus, 1758, 

by Latreille, 1810, Consid. gén. Anim. Crust. Arachn. Ins., pp. 442, 

379; of a specimen in the Zoologisches Forschungsinstitut A. 

Koenig, Bonn, as neotype of Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, by 

Hemmingsen, A.M. & Lemche, H., 1960, Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 17, 

pp. 212-213. 


CERTIFICATE 


l certify that the votes cast on V.P.(79)18 were cast as set 
out above, that the proposal contained in Part A of that voting 
paper has been duly adopted under the plenary powers and that the 
decision so taken, being the decision of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the 
present Opinion No. 1160. 


R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
London 
16 April 1980 


